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expressing rather what it is in relation to us than
what it is in itself. And to say that this relation
is negative, and that, for instance, we call it /One*
simply in opposition to the multiplicity of the finite,
does not enable us to escape the difficulty; for a
negative relation is still a relation, and must have
some positive basis. "Nor would there be any meaning
even in denying a predicate of a subject with which
it had no point of community.

If, therefore, we are to cut off all such com-
munity between the Absolute and Infinite and the
relative and finite, we cannot even negatively relate
the former to the latter. But thus we seem to be
landed in the abyss of Agnosticism, and to have lost
the last characteristic by which our thought could
take hold of the Absolute. We cannot even deter-
mine it by negation of the finite, but have to go
on to deny even our negative predicates. Such
failures in our speech as to the Absolute are for
Plotinus explained by the fact that the Absolute
is not presented as a definite object but Kara
Trapovcrlav eTncm}/^? Kpelrrova,1 in an immediate
contact which is above knowledge. What we are
speaking of is too near to us to become properly
an object for our thought, and when we try to
make it an object, we fall away from it. And the
difficulty seems to be that while in every move-